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NOTICE TO COUNTY RECORDERS AND CITY HEALTH OFFICERS. 


Registration of Births.-—The attention of County Recorders and 
City Health Officers is directed to the statistics on Increase of Births 
in this month’s Bulletin. If the deereases or small increases shown 
for some counties and ecities are due to incomplete registration, the 
Recorders and Health Officers coneerned must exert themselves to 
eompel physicians and midwives to properly all 
attended by them. 

If physicians are without enough local pride to otitis all the 
births they attend, in order to.make a good statistical showing for 
their respective communities, then the County Recorders and City 
Health Officers in charge of birth registrations should warn these 
physicians that they must obey the State law by promptly register- 
ing all births, or else suffer prosecution for misdemeanor. 
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GEORGE D. LESLIE, STATISTICIAN: 


VITAL 


INCREASE OF BIRTHS: 1906 TO 1907. 
Summary.—The births registered 3 in California numbered 24.674 for 


1907, against 20,974 for 1906, an increase of 3,700, or 17.6 per cent, 


partly due to improved registration, 
The per cent of increase was 18.6 for the counties north of Tehachapi, 


‘as compared with 15.6 for those to the south. : 


For the metropolitan area, comprising San Francisco and the other 
bay counties, the rate of gain was as great as 34.0, and for Los Angeles 
County it was 21.9, the per cents of increase being much less for other 
eroups of counties. 

Of the individual counties, thirty-four showed increases in births. 
two no change, and twenty-one showed decreases. 

The increases were above the State average, 17.6 per cent, in the fol- 
lowing twenty counties: Humboldt, Mariposa, Mono, Sutter, Contra 
Costa, Ventura, Colusa, Inyo, Lake, Trinity, Alameda, Shasta, San 
Mateo, San Francisco, Tehama. Monterey, Los Angeles, Merced, Lassen, 
and. Marin. 

The rate of gain was 18. 4 for the nineteen freeholders’ charter cities 
and 16.5 for all the rest of the State. 

The cities showing increases in births were as follows, in descending 
order: San Bernardino, Berkeley, San Francisco, Pasadena, San Diego, 


Santa Cruz, Sacramento, Oakland, Stockton, Salinas, Los Angeles, 


Santa Rosa, ‘Napa, and Fresno. 

Comparison of the ranking of the leading counties in births registered 
shows gains for the following counties: Sacramento, Riverside, Santa 
Cruz, Tulare, Monterey, Contra Costa, San Mateo, San Luis Obispo, 
Mendocino, Shasta, Ventura, and Humboldt. 

In the comparative ranking of cities there were also rises in rank 
for Berkeley, Sacramento, Pasadena, San Bernardino, Santa Cruz, 
Watsonville, and Napa. 

Altogether 60.3 per cent of the births registered in California i in 1906 
were in nineteen freeholders’ charter cities, and 64.0 per cent of the 
State total for 1907 were in the twenty-four cities of this class reporting 
births that year. 


Geographic Divisions.—Exclusive of stillbirths, altogether 24, 67 4 
births were registered in 1907 and 20,974 in 1906, under the law of 1905 
requiring physicians to file certificates with County Recorders and City 
Health Officers for transmittal to the State Bureau of Vital Statistics. 


The increase of births for 1907 over 1906 was 3,700, or 17.6 per cent, 


part of the gain being due to more complete registration. 

The births registered in the counties north of Tehachapi totaled 
16,752 for 1907, against 14,121 for 1906, a gain of 2,631, or 18.6 per 
cent. The totals for Southern California were 7,922 in 1907 and 6,853 
in 1906, an increase of 1,069, or 15.6 per cent. 
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The per cent of increase was no less than 30.7 for San Francisco and 
38.4 for the other bay counties, or 34.0 for the metropolitan area, against 


4.5 for the rural counties north of Tehachapi. 


Similarly, the rate of 


gain was 21.9 for Los Angeles, but only 1.2 _ the other counties ot 


Southern California. 


Further details appear in the table below giving the number and per 
cent of increase in births for the several geographic divisions of the 


State, in 1906 to 1907: 


Increase of Births, for Geographie Divisions: 1906 to 1907. 


Births. Increase. 
Geographic Division. 
: 1907. || Number. | Per cent. 
Northern California ...... .--- 2,405| 2,939 173} 
wont 5,128 3,923 1,205 |. 30.7 
Give 1,924 1,831 93 5.1 
awaken 3,301 3,286 65 2.0 
Southern Calsfornia 7,922 6,853 1,069 15.6 
wees 2,099 2,075 24 1.2 
Northern and Central California. 16,752 14,121 2,631 
ou bad 11,949 9,427 2,522. 26.8 
7,680 7,349 331 | 4.5 


Counties.—The table on the following page gives the increase (or 
decrease) of births for each county, as well as the per cent of increase 


for those showing gains in 1907 over 1906. ai! 
The apparently high rate of gain shown for Humboldt County is 


explained by the incompleteness of the returns for 1906, while the high 


rates for Mariposa and Mono counties are unimportant on account of | 


the very small totals each year. 


The per cents of increase were highest for the following counties : 


Sutter, 80.4; Contra Costa, 61.7; Ventura, 53.8; Colusa, 46.7; Inyo, 


45.5 ; Lake, 44. 8; Trinity, 40. 0; Alameda, 38. 8: Shasta, 33. San Mateo, 
o2. 2. San Francisco. 30.7 ; Tehama, 30. 6; Monterey. 25 6; Los Angeles. 
21, 9. Merced, 21.2; Lassen, 19.4; and “Marin, 19.2. 


seventeen counties shows a rate of vain above the average rate for the 


State, 17.6 per cent. 


Each of these 


There were also increases in births, but at rates below the State 
average, in the following fourteen counties, ‘arranged in descending 
order: Madera, 16.1; San Diego, 15.1; Amador, 14.8; Sacramento, 13.4; 
Fresno, 9.6; Kings. 8. 8; San Bernardino, 8.6 ; San Luis Obispo, 7. 7: 
Yuba, 4.2: Glenn. 3.43 Santa Clara, 3.5; Napa. 2.2; Sonoma, 1.6; ‘and 
Solano, 0. 4. For Alpine and. Calaveras counties exactly ‘the ‘same 


number of births were reported in 1907 as in 1906. 


{ 
4 
i 
i} 
{ 
| 
‘ 


— — 


Increase of Births, for Counties: 4906 to 1907. 


| Births. | Per 
In- De- Cent 
County. —|| crease. | crease. of In- 
hea 1907. | 1906. | crease. 
------ 5,823 | 4,778 1,045 | .--- ---- 21.9 
onan 270 215 55 | .------- 25.6 
65| 75 ||-------- 10}... 2--- 
Riverside ---- ---- -- 333 356 ||-------- 23 |.------- 
San Benito hin 50 ||-------- 8 |-------- 
------ 5,128 | 3,923 1,205 |-------- 30.7 
181 168 13 |.---.--- 7.1 
Siskiyou ewes 171 193 |\.--- ---- 
Tulare --.----- ------ 295 --- 18 |.------- 


*Includes 6 births in Imperial County, formed August 15, 1907. 
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According to the registration, there were decreases in births for 1907, 
as compared with 1906, in the following twenty-one counties arranged 
alphabetically: Butte, Del Norte, El Dorado, Kern, Mendocino, Modoc, 
Nevada, Orange, Placer, Plumas. Riverside, ‘San Benito, San J oaquin, 
Santa Barbara, Santa Cruz, ‘Sierra, Siskiyou, Stanislaus, Tulare, 
Tuolumne, and ‘Yolo. In some cases the decreases were considerable, 


indicating the failure of physicians to register births and the neglect 
of officials to enforce the law. 


Cities —The County Recorder is ex officio local registrar of bi rths, 
except that in cities having freeholders’ charters the Health Officer so 
acts. Returns are therefore available only for cities with freeholders’ 
charters, and a comparison between 1907 and 1906 must necessarily be 
limited to the cities reporting births for both years. The table on the 
following page shows the increase (or decrease) of births in 1906 to 
1907 for freeholders’ charter cities and for the rural parts of the 
counties containing them. 

In the nineteen freeholders’ edavter cities reporting births both years, 
there were 14,985 births in 1907 and 12,654 in 1906, an increase of 
2,331 or 18.4 per cent. In all the rest of the State the number of births 
registered was 9, 689 for 1907 and 8,320 for 1906, a gain of 1,369 or 
16.5 per cent. 

The per cent of increase was 26.7.for the rural parts of the fifteen 
counties with freeholders’ charter cities. The rates of gain range as 
follows for the rural parts of the counties mentioned: Alameda, 141.3; 
Los Angeles, 81.3; Monterey, 29.6; Fresno, 17.6; Santa Clara, 6. 2; ‘and 
Solano, 1.8. There were decreases in births, according to the registra- 
tion, in the rural parts of the following nine counties: Napa, Nevada; 
Sacramento, San Bernardino, San Diego, San Joaquin, Santa Barbara, 
Santa Cruz, and Sonoma. In these cases, as in counties without any 
freeholders’ charter cities, the County Recorders are the officials held 
directly responsible for the enforcement of the law. 

The per cents of increase in births were as follows for freeholders’ 
charter cities: San Bernardino, 41.4; Berkeley, 34.2; San Francisco, 
30.7; Pasadena, 27.2; San Diego, 26. 2. Santa Cruz, 24. 7: Sacramento, 
23.5; Oakland, 16.8; ‘Stoekton, 14.4; Salinas, 13.2; Los Angeles, 11.1: 
Santa Rosa, 9.5; Napa, 6.8; and Fresno, 0.5. The registration showed 
decreases in births for the following five cities: Grass Valley, San José, 
Santa Barbara, Vallejo, and Watsonville. Here the City Health Officers 
are charged with the duty of enforcing the registration law upon their 
fellow physicians. 
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Inerease of Births, for Cities: 1906 to 1907. 


Births. | Per 
In- D |, Cen: 
City. crease. | | of ia 

1907. | 1906. | Crease. 

19 FREEHOLDERS’ CHARTER CITIES 14,985 | 12,654} 2,831 |.__.__-- 

RURAL PARTS OF 15 ..| 5,057] 3,992 |} 1,065 |....-... | 

RURAL PART oF 9,689] 8,820 1,869 
Alameda County* 847 361 3 
Los Angeles County". ...... 1,182 652 - 8.3 
--| 4,201 | 3,780 421 |..-.---- 11.1 
Monterey County* 210 162, | 29.6 

San Bernardino city 188 133 41.4 
ii 332 263 | 26.2 
San Francisco (City and County) -..-.. .....--.--- 5,128 | 3,928 | 1,205 |....---- 30.7 

Santa Barbara County* 171 13 
Santa Barbara city 129 


* Figures are for county exclusive of freeholders’ charter city or cities. 
tIncludes 6 births in Imperial County, formed August 15, 1907.4 
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County Totals—The table below shows the counties for which at 


least 100 births were reported to the State Bureau of Vital Statistics 
in 1907 and 1906, respectively : 


Rank of Counties with at least 100 Births: 1907 and 1906. 


1907. 1906. 

Rank. County. . Births. | Rank. County. Births. 
9. San Joaquin ........... ree 405; 9. San Joaquin ............... 408 
295. 4. Santa Cruz ......... 329 
21. San Mateo ......... 230 | 21. Siskiyou 193 
210 | 23. San Mateo .......... 174 
24. San Luis Obispo............ seus 169 
25. Siskiyou ......... akc eae 171 | 25. San Luis Obispo............ 168 

Remaining 23 counties....... 1,070 


* Includes 6 births in Imperial County, formed August 15, 1907. 


There were thirty-one counties with at least 100 births registered in 
1906 and thirty-four in 1907, El Dorado dropping out and Ventura, 
ITumboldt, Madera, and Lake entering the list. Similarly, while there 
were only ‘twenty counties reporting at least 200 births for 1906, there 
were twenty-three reporting this number for 1907, the additional 
counties being Contra Costa, San Mateo, and Shasta. On the other 
hand, there were fifteen counties reporting 300 births for 1906, but only 
thirteen for 1907, Orange and Tulare falling below this limit. 

Comparison of the ranking of counties in the number of births 
registered shows gains in certain eases. Thus, Sacramento supplanted 
San Bernardino in sixth place in the ranking, while Riverside rose 
from twelfth place to eleventh, Santa Cruz from fourteenth to twelfth, 
Tulare from fifteenth to fourteenth, and Monterey from nineteenth to 
seventeenth. Contra Costa County rose from twenty-second place to 
fifteenth, passing Orange, Solano, Butte, Nevada, Monterey, Marin, and 
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Siskiyou. San Mateo County rose from twenty-third place to twenty- 
first, San Luis Obispo from twenty-fifth to twenty-fourth, Mendocino 
from twenty-seventh to twenty-sixth, and Shasta from twenty-eighth to 
twenty-third. Ventura and Humboldt counties rose from below thirty- 
first place to twenty-ninth and thirtieth, respectively. 


City Totals —The following table gives the comparative ranking of 
the nineteen freeholders’ charter cities reporting births for 1907 and 
1906, as well as the supplemental ranking of the five additional cities 
of this class reporting births for 1907 alone (Alameda, ~— ere, 
Riverside, Eureka, and Santa Monica) : 


Rank of Cities reporting Births: 1907 and 1906. 


Rank. City. Births. | Rank. City. | Births. 


19 FREEHOLDERS’ CHARTER CITIES 14,985 19 FREEHOLDERS’ CHARTER CITIES 12,654 


ter cities reporting births 


Berkeley, Ssicramenio. and Pasadena rose from rank 6, 7, and 8, 
respectively, in 1906, to 4, 5, and 6 in 1907, passing San J osé and 
Fresno. ‘San Bernardino rose from fifteenth place in the ranking to 
eleventh, passing Santa Barbara, Vallejo, Santa Rosa, and Santa Cruz. 
At the same time Santa Cruz rose from fourteenth place to twelith, 
passing Santa Barbara, Vallejo, and Santa Rosa. Watsonville and 
Napa rose from rank 17 and 18, respectively, in 1906, to 16 and 17 in 
1907, passing Grass Valley. 

It may be noted that the 12,654 births in the nineteen freeholders’ 
charter cities in 1906 form 60. 3 per cent of the 20,974 births registered 
in the whole State, and that the 14,985 births in these same cities 10 
1907 form 60.7 per cent of the 24, 674. births registered in California. 
Including the five additional cities ‘reporting births for 1907 alone, the 
twenty-four freeholders’ charter cities reported 15,786 births, or 64.0 
per cent of the State total. 
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VITAL STATISTICS FOR MAY. 


Births.—The living births registered in May number 2,400, against 
2,110 for ‘April. For an estimated State population of 2,019,519 the 
May total represents an annual birth-rate of 14.0 as compared with 
12.7 for April. 

The May totals were highest for the following counties: San Fran- 
cisco, 634; Los Angeles, 524; Alameda, 269; Santa Clara, 93; and 
Fresno, 85. 

The births registered in the leading freeholders’ charter cities for 
May were as follows: San Francisco, 634; Los Angeles, 364; Oakland, 


149; Berkeley, 41; San José, 39; Pasadena, 34; San Diego, 31: Fresno, 
30 ; Sacramento. 29: and Alameda. 26. 


Marriages.—The marriages reported for May number 1,653, against 
1,618 for April, and represent an annual rate of 9.7, as compared with 
98 for the preceding month. 

The May totals were greatest for the following counties : Los Angeles, 
333; San Francisco, 307; Alameda, 208; Sacramento, 66; Fresno and 
Santa Clara, each 59 ; and Marin, 55. 


Deaths.—Altogether, 2,554 deaths. exclusive of stillbirths, were re- 
ported for May, against 2. 525 for April. The annual death-rate for 
May is 14.9, as compared with 15.3 for April. 


The May ‘death totals were highest for the following counties: San 


Franciseo, 542; Los Angeles, 467; Alameda, 268; Santa Clara, 104; 
Sacramento, 93 - San Joaquin, 81; Fresno and San Bernardino, each 
80; Sonoma, 60; ‘and San Diego, 52. 

Deaths for May were reported as follows, for the leading cities: 
San Francisco, 542; Los Angeles, 296; Oakland, 141; Sacramento, 61; 


San Diego, 45; Berkeley. 41; Stockton, 39 ; San J ose, 39 ; Fresno, 28; 
and San Bernardino, 20. | 


Causes of Death.—In May there were altogether 398 deaths, or 15.6 
per cent of all, from tuberculosis, and 387, or 15.2 per cent, from diseases 
of the circulatory system. | 

Other notable causes of death in . May were.: diseases of the nervous 
system, 259; violence, 258; diseases of the respiratory system, 240; 
diseases of the digestive system, 195; Bright’s disease and nephritis, 
142; cancer, 1389; and epidemic diseases, 135. 

The leading epidemic diseases in May were: typhoid fever, 45; 
whooping-cough, 24; diphtheria and croup, 20; measles, 15; scarlet 
fever, 12; and all others, _ 

Further details appear in the following table, which gives the number 
of deaths from certain principal causes reported for California in May, 


as well as the proportions from each cause per 1,000 total deaths for 
hoth May and April: 
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Cause of Death. 


Proportion per 1,000. 


May. 


April. 


Who 


ALL Causks 


fever 
rial fever 
Smallpox 


a 


p-coug 
eria an 


O 
Dipht 
Influenza 


Other epidemic diseases 
Tuberculosis of lungs 
Tuberculosis of other organs 
Cancer 


Other general diseases 
Meningitis 


Diarrhea and enteritis, 2:years and over 
Other diseases of digestive system 
Bright’s disease an 
Childbirth 


Suicide 


| 


I, 


Geographic Divisions—The table below shows the number of deaths 
from main classes of diseases reported for May for the several 
geographic divisions of the State, including the metropolitan area, or 


‘*Greater San Francisco,’ 
Tehachapi: 


’ in contrast with the rural counties north of 


Geographic Division. 


DEATHS: MAY. 


ILIV 


SOsBOST 


SISO[NIIGN 


SNOAION 
JO SesBesiq 
JO SosBesiq 


SOUSTOT A | 


194140 ITV 


THE STATE 


Northern California 
Coast counties . 
Interior counties 


Central California ..---- 
San Francisco 
Other bay counties. --- 
Coast counties 
Interior counties 


Southern California 
Los Angeles 
Other counties 


Northernand Central Cali- 

ornia 
etropolitan area 

Rural counties 


gor poe 


263 
137 


126 


= cto 
#91; 40 
240 195 
40 24 
16 15 
24 g 
144| 118 
61 32 
31 32 
16 13 
36 41 
56 53 
37 35 
19 18 
184 | 142 
92 64 
92 78 


| 
Deaths: 
: 
12 
24 
7 
52 
Other diseases of nervous 39% 1 
Diseases of circulatory system - 188 
Pneumonia and broncho-pneumonia ---...-.---- 52 
ta Other diseases of respiratory system --.----.------.- 59 
Diarrhea and enteritis, under 2 16 
120 
33 
105 
201 
| | 
lane 
7 258 | 543 
317 13 43 dl 15 39 
() 
542 || 89 146 | 236 183 | 31 
' 6l 98 
20 
23| 32 20 | 
191 9 97 
49| 54 45 
442 
46 | 160 
| 212 380 
1,859 || 102 97} 189] 287 118| 171 
909 | 41 62 74 94 212 


DEPARTMENT PURE FOODS AND DRUGS. 


PROF. M. B. JAFFA, Dreecror. 


FOOD AND DRUG INSPECTION. 


This Department is just in receipt of some United States Food Inspec- 
tion Decisions, Nos. 94 and 96, which appear to be of vital interest to 
the manufacturers and dealers of this State. These decisions -are there- 
fore reproduced, with the necessary references to the California law. 


UNITED States Foop INSPECTION DEcISION 94. 


_ ‘THE LABELING OF MEDICINAL AND TABLE WATERS. 


The Department has received many letters from various water manufacturers 
and mineral water dealers asking which waters it will be necessary to label as 
“artificial” or “imitation.” It is thought that all manufactured waters should be 
labeled as either artificial or imitation, the choice of words being left to the manu- 
facturer and applying to waters contrived by human art and not made in imitation 
of a natural water, as well as to those so contrived and .made in imitation of a 
natural water. A water which is designated by some name alone, without any 
characterizing adjective to tell whether it is natural, imitation, or artificial, will be 
considered a natural water. It is suggested that the words “artificial” or “imitation” 
be in hy large type as the name of the water in question, and on a uniform back- 
ground. 

All waters which, though natural] in the beginning, have anything added to them 
or abstracted from them after they come from source, should either be labeled as . 
“artificial” or should be so labeled as to indicate that certain constituents have been 
added to or extracted from them. It is suggested that the word “artificial” or the 
above explanation, as the case may be, should appear in as large type as the name 
of the water in question and on a uniform background. | 

The following examples are explanatory of the above principles: If lithia be 
added to a natural water, the water should either be labeled as “artificial lithia 
water,” as “‘water artificially lithiated,’ or as ‘“‘water treated with lithia.” Again, 
if carbon dioxid be added to a natural water, whether the carbon dioxid be of the 
manufactured variety or collected from the spring itself, the water should either be 
labeled as. “artificially carbonated water,” “water artificially carbonated,’ “water 
' treated with carbon dioxid,” or “‘contains added carbon dioxid.” 

No water should be labeled as a natural water, unless it be in the same condition 
as at source, without additions or abstractions of any substance or substances. | 

No water should be labeled as “medicinal water’ unless it contains one or more 
constituents in sufficient amounts to have a therapeutic effect from these constituents 
when a reasonable quantity of the water is consumed. No water should be named 
after a single constituent unless it contains such constituent in sufficient amounts 
to have a therapeutic effect when a reasonable amount of the water is consumed. 

No manufactured water should bear upon the label any design or device that 
would lead the consumer to believe that the water is a natural one. Among such 
designs may be mentioned pictures of springs, fountains, woodland streams, etc. 

No water should be characterized by a geographical name which gives a false or 
misleading idea in regard to the composition of said water. For example, it would 
not be correct to designate a water as “Lithia water” merely because the water came 
from Lithia, Fla., or Lithia, Mass. sia | | 
Manufactured water may be named after a natural water in case the words 
“imitation” or “artificial” are used, but such manufactured waters must clearly 
resemble in chemical composition the natural waters after which they are named. 

In accordance with Regulation 18 (California) no natural American spring 
water should be named after a foreign spring, unless the name of the foreign spring 
has become generic and indicative of the character of the water, except to indicate 
a type or style, and then only when so qualified that it could not be offered for sale 
under the name of the foreign spring. In these cases, the State or Territory where 
the spring is situated should be stated on the principal label. 
Inasmuch as mineral waters are largely purchased because of their supposed 
freedom from contamination, any showing such contamination will be considered 
as adulterated and therefore in violation of the Food and Drugs Act. 


Ps 
J 
| 
‘ 
| 
‘ 


— 


UNITED STATES Foop INSPECTION DECISION 96. 


SERIAL NUMBER GUARANTY. 


As a result of the numerous requests for specific information on various points 
connected with the filing of general guaranties with the Department, as well as 
on the use of serial numbers after they have been assigned, the following genera] 
instructions bearing on these questions are issued for the guidance of those interested - 


(A) For information regarding the serial number guaranty, see Rules and Regu- 
lations for the Enforcement of the California Food and Drugs Acts, Regulation & 
and U. 8S. Food Inspection Decisions 40, 70, 72, and 83. 


(B) Articles to be guaranteed may be referred to in the guaranty in the following 
ways: 
By name. | 
(2) By use of general terms. For example, proprietary medicines, extracts, 
carbonated waters, etc., using the proper terms to cover the line or lines sold. 

(3) By stating in the space reserved for listing articles “all articles which are 
now or which may hereafter be manufactured, packed, distributed or sold by hy 
in which case the serial number can be used on all foods or drugs, subject to the 
act, manufactured or owned and sold by the guarantor. 


(C) The formule of preparations are not required to be given. 


(D) The serial number guaranty should not be used on articles not entitled to 
bear such a guaranty. For example: : 

» (1) Those of a character which are not included in the definition of articles 
within the purview of the act as given in section 2 of the California Pure Food Act, 
and section 2 of the California Pure Drug Act, 

(2) Those subject to the meat inspection law, 7. e., meat and meat food produets 
of domestic origin or manufacture derived from cattle, swine, sheep, and goats. 
(Imported meat and meat food products are subject to the food and drug act and 
may be guaranteed by means of a serial number or guaranty.) 

(3) Those used in the arts and for technical purposes. 

(#&) A serial number assigned to a guaranty can be used on any article covered 
therein to which the act applies. (See B.) 

(F) Products not covered by the guaranty on file at the Department can be 
added thereto by executing another guaranty covering them,.to be filed as a supple- 
ment to the original instrument. (See B.) | 

(G) ‘The serial number guaranty can be printed either directly on the principal 
label or appear on a supplemental label or paster attached to the goods. 

(H) Only a resident of the United States can make a valid guaranty. (See 
Food Inspection Decision 62. ) : 

(1) The general guaranty filed with the Department must be executed by the 
person, company, association, or corporation who assumes responsibility for the 
goods, or by his or its agents thereunto lawfully authorized, and the authority of 
such agent must plainly be made to appear when the guaranty is offered to be filed. 

(J) Full information relative to the signing of the guaranty instrument appears 
at the bottom of the blank form of guaranty. i 

(K) The signature should be acknowledged before a notary public or other official 
authorized to administer an oath. The seal of such official should always be affixed 
to the document. 3 
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